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lElOEANDUM
Fat the iaformalion of the Legislative Conncil of Canadu, ia reference to the Oaaada CoapMy's

position with the Mnnicipal District Co«acil of the Huron District; to which is ap

j^^ Defence of the Canada Gonipany, hy Dr. Dunl»p, M.'P. P. (See Note.)
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Da. DoHii3i>, in hk inatcraenta, supports hts ramwiie by allegationa not warranted by tbe ronl circumatanccB of the cane.

The ktaieiiwiit uuiuiltoJ Id cuunucl Tor" opiiiion bhowH tho dotttils of U o racls exhibited in substance lii my printed expo»ition of

30th November last, and inovcs that t!ic Cunada Company wore far from wishing to embprrass tho District Council as to pecuniary

matters ; but, on tho contrary, took every means for their relief consittent with the assertion of •.heir own legal rights.

For example, tho Company last year tendered the taxes for the years 1842 and 1843, imder \he Provincial fstatutes 59 Geo. 3,

chirp, vii and viii, after tho rate of l-&th and 1-aih of a penny [wrucre, v;liich, upon (]rfo,OOtl acres, amounted to • • • • £1,625

Tlic Canada Company also tendered to iho Treasurer of the Diatriil, the tax of Id. per acre imposed by the bye-hiw

of 1844, amounting • ;" • ^188 10 5

Thus oifering to tlio disposal of the Council, and refused by them

,/

' £8,ata la s

And this offer was made notwithstanding that the District CounCil was indebted to tlio Canada Company :n the sum of £3,100,

with interctt, which was Bociired by bond, in which instrumcifC provision was made for tho retention by tho Company of the

accruing taxcjs in payment of the debt and interest.
, i-ij^'' . »

And the offer of payment was idso 'nade witi'out ptejudice to any claims, real or pretended, which the Council might set up

to the taxes imposed by the bye-taws which have been found illegal.
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The amount thus tendered without compronjising any real or osserted right of the Council, would have been inoro than

Bufflcient to relievo that body from its pecimiary djfficulties, but its receipt would not have suited the objpr«t> f the District Council,

which appears to have been tho creation of ill fcMing in tho District against the Company, and to mc./je the settlors to believe

that the embarrassments wore created by tlie fiefaiilt of the Company, not by their own illegal ond unjust proceedings. And

further, they had it in view to subject tho comp^jny to the surcharge or penalty of default in payment of taxes. B'or these purposes

they permitted the seizure of the desks, Sic, of\tho Council, suffered the officers and others dependent upon them to go unpaid,

gave orders ip anticipation of the taxes which fell into depreciation, and which have been bought and sold at prices varying with

the hopes and fears of th-) dealers ae to their ultimAto or timely payment.

Dr. Dunlop made an attack upon the Company, in his speech in the Assembly last month, well calculated to create a strong

prejudice against the Company; and the more mischievous and unfair, because he was the only person present who knew that his

charges wore unfounded.

He inveighed against the bad bargain the governmenX. had made with the Company, and he spoko of the large sum of money

leaving the District, the produce of sales of tho Company's lands. I happen to have in my possession his Defence of the Company

in 1830, in manuscript, and signed by him ; to this I invite the attention of those who take an interest in tho subject. It is true

so tar as relates to the circumstances of the Company at that time ;
and I am able to add, from the accounts of the Company, that

the amounts expended by them on account of their lands in the Huron Tract, up to the aist December, 1844, were £407,086 c'y,

whilst the produce of sales of land received by the Company up to thai period did not suffice to cover expenses of management.

Had the bill introduced by Dr. Dunlop become law, the eftbct would have been lo inflict upon the Company penalty and

forfeiture, not for violation of law, but for acting according to law. The fox for lii42, which the bill was to make legal, imposed

Id. per acre for that year. Tho tax imposed by the bye-law of 1843, disallowed by the government, was only for 3d. But tho

bill, instead of making tho smaller tox legal for 184;J, extended the tax for 1842 to the year 1843, which would thus have added

33J per cent, to the taxation of tho Company, which the District Council never had inipoiied or pretended to claim. The bill also

assumes to render illegal bye-hiws retrospectively legal ; which would have tho effect not only of obliging tho Company to pay

the taxes illegally imposed, but also to pay tho penalties for disobedience lo their byo-laws, at a time when they were confessedly

illegal a course of legislation unprecedented as it ia unconstitutional and unjust. What would bo said of a customs law which

nude an article contraband, and which subjected to forfeiture all of the suine article that had been imported for tbrou years before

the law was passed.

It has been alleged that the Company interfered with the government to procure tho disallowance of the bye-law for iSlA,

This is untrue. For tho purpose of enlisting popular feeling against the Company, it has been said that the poor settler having

been intimidated into paying bis taxes, the Company shouhl not have refused. Uut tho only waf the Company had to protect the
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Note.—This Memorandum and Ur. Dunlcp's Defence of tho Canaba Company had not, unfortunately, reached Montreal when tho

debates tipoa Dr. Dunlcp's bill took phcc in the Lcgioiativc C'ourc:;, otherwise it is believed that thfl sentiments expressed by suuie

honoiuable members would have been very diUbrcnt from what th^f arc reported to have been.
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